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THE PHYSICAL BASIS   OF MIND.

Antitheses, less generally adopted; but which in niy belief
approximate more nearly to the inductions of experience.

Theses.

I.   There  can be no sensation,
without consciousness.

II.  There can be no conscious-
ness without the co-operation of
the brain.

III.   Sensation and Conscious-
ness are in some inexplicable way
caused by molecular changes in the
brain, following upon these as one
event follows another, the causal
link between motion and sensation
being a mystery.

Antitheses.

I.   There is sensation without
consciousness,    if    consciousness
means a special mode of Sentience.

II.  The co-operation of the brain
is only necessary for a special mode
of Sentience ; other modes are ac-
tive when the brain is inactive.

III.    Unless     the     molecular
changes be limited to the brain as
the occasional cause, there is no
following of sensation or motion,
no causal link between the two ;
but the neural process is the sen-
sation,   viewed    objectively,   the
sensation is  the neural  process,
viewed subjectively.   In this an-
tithesis,   Neural  Process   is   not
limited to the brain, but comprises
the whole sensitive organism as the
efficient cause.

IV.  All actions are the actions
of a reflex mechanism, and all are
sentient, even when unconscious ;
they  are therefore never purely
mechanical, but always organical.

V. Sentience being necessary to
reflex action, it is necessarily an
agent.

IV.  All actions which take place
unconsciously are reflex, and reflex
actions are the operation of an in-
sentient mechanism; they are there-
fore as purely mechanical as those
of automata.
V.   The animal body is a reflex
mechanism ; even when the brain
co-operates with the other centres,
and produces  consciousness, this
product is not an agent in deter-
mining action, it is a collateral re-
sult of the operation.
80. The fiyst four Theses are those current in our text-
books, so that it is only the fifth which will have the air of
a paradox. Nor, as a paradox, is it without advocates. Schiff
long ago suggested it hypothetically. Hermann mentions it
as entertained by physiologists, whom he does not name.*
Laycock, and, if I remember rightly, Dr. Drysdale, have in-
* SCHIFF : Lehrluch der PhysioL, 1858, p. 212. HERMANN : Physi-
ology, translated by GAMGEE, 1875, p. 511.